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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

SOUTHERN DISTWCT OF INDIANA 

INDIANAPOUS DIVISION 



INTERSCOPE RECORDS, et aL, 

Plalnaflfs. 



V. 



JOHN DOES I - 5. 



Defi^dants. 



ENTERED 

MAR 2 5 200* 

U.S. CLERK'S OFHCE 
INDIANAPOUS, INDIANA 



CAUSE NO. l:04-cv-0542DFH-TAB 



ORDER AUTHORIZING IMMEDIATE DISCOVERY 
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In this action for copyright Infringement, platatiflfe Intetscope Records and 
several recording companies have moved for court pemilssion to senre Rule 45 
subpoenas to discover the Identify of five defendants. Plalntiflfe have aUeged 

« 

claims of direct copyright infringement by five defendants through use of "Peer to 
Peer" or "P2P- software over the internet The defendants are identified by 
Internet Protocol TIP") addresses and the dates and times of the aUeged 
Infringements. To leara the identities of the defendants, plaintiffs need 
Iriformation fiiom the Internet Service Provider ("ISF) for the defendants, Ihe ISP 
in this case Is hidlana University, Plalntlfife assert that the ISP should be able to 
Identify the five defendants easlfy using the available information. 
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iPlalntlflEs seek an order authorizing Immediate discovery because ISPs 

typically erase or overwrite data In a relatively short time period. In such 

drcunastances, expedited discovery is needed to avoid the loss of information 

about the identities of the alleged infringers, TTie court finds that plalntlfis have 

shown good cause for launching discovery at this time, and there is no identified 

defendant with whom plaintiffs could conduct a discovery conference. Because 

it appears that the information plaintlfls seek rriay be subject to 47 U-S.C- § 

55l(c}(2], the corut wiU order the subpoenaed ISP to notify its subscribers of the 

fact that the subpoena hais been received so that the subscribers may have an 

opporixinity to assert any rights they xMg^t have related to the discovery. 
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Accordingly, it Is hereby ORDERED that plaintiffs may Inmiediatefy serve 
discovery requests on Indiana University to obtain the Identities of the John Doe 
defendants by serving a Rule 45 subpoena for information identifying each 
defendant induding name, address, telephone tiumber, e-mafi addr^jss, and 
Media Access Control addresses for each defendant Wthin seven calendar days 
after receiving the subpoena, Indiana University shall notify the persons in 
question <rf the recent of the subpoena pursuant to 47 U,S,C, § 551(c)(2). and 
Indiana University shall not respond to the subpoena until at leaat fourteen 
calendar day^ after it has notified the persons In question, Indiana University 
shall immediateljT take steps to preserve all subpoenaed information. 
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Plalntiflfs may use any infonnatlondlsclosed to themlnrespouse to the Rule 
45 subpoena solely for the purpose of asserting and protecting plaintiffs' rights 
under the Copyright Act 



So ordered. 
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Date: March 25» 2004 



Copies to: 

James DUnos 
Joel E. IVagessfer 
Locke Reynolds LLP 
201 North Illinois Street 
Suite 1000 

P.O, Box 44961 

Indianapolis, Indiana 46244-0961 

ldlmos@1 ocke.cn] nq 

[eSSer@lQCkft.onm 




DAVID F. HAMILTON. JUDGE 
United States District Court 
Southern District of Indiana 
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